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IN THE COURT OF APPEAL OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
 

SECOND APPELLATE DISTRICT 
 

DIVISION ONE 
 
 

THE PEOPLE, 
 
 Plaintiff and Respondent, 
 
 v. 
 
ANGEL ZEVALLOS, 
 
 Defendant and Appellant. 
 

      B207086 

      (Super. Ct. No. BA312142) 

 

 

 APPEAL from a judgment of the Superior Court of Los Angeles County.  Drew E. 

Edwards, Judge.  Affirmed. 

 Lynette Gladd Moore, under appointment by the Court of Appeal, for Defendant 

and Appellant. 

 No appearance for Plaintiff and Respondent. 
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 Angel Zevallos was convicted by a jury of assault with a firearm, with findings he 

personally used a gun and personally inflicted great bodily injury upon the victim.  (Pen. 

Code, §§ 245, subd. (a)(2); 12022.5, subd. (a); 12022.7, subd. (a).)  The jury was unable 

to reach a verdict on a charge of attempted murder and a gang enhancement allegation.  

The trial court sentenced appellant to 10 years in prison.   

 The charges against appellant stemmed from a shooting outside a nightclub.  

Appellant confronted the club’s bouncer, who had angered appellant’s relatives earlier in 

the evening.  Appellant hit the bouncer in the face with a handgun, then shot him with a 

rifle.   

 Appellant filed a timely appeal.  We appointed counsel to represent appellant on 

appeal.  After examination of the record, counsel filed an opening brief raising no issues 

and asking this court to independently review the record.  On October 6, 2008 we advised 

appellant he had 30 days within which to personally submit any contentions or issues he 

wished us to consider.  To date, we have received no response. 

 We have examined the entire record and are satisfied that appellant’s counsel has 

fully complied with her responsibilities and that no arguable issues exist.  (People v. 

Kelly (2006) 40 Cal.4th 106, 109-110; People v. Wende (1979) 25 Cal.3d 436, 441.) 

 

DISPOSITION 

 The judgment is affirmed. 

 NOT TO BE PUBLISHED. 
 
       
        WEISBERG, J.* 
We concur: 
 
  MALLANO, P.J.    ROTHSCHILD, J. 

                                                                                                                                                  
* Retired Judge of the Los Angeles Superior Court, assigned by the Chief Justice pursuant 
to article VI, section 6 of the California Constitution. 


